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5/30/89 
CBl114, File VI, pp.2l-41, DeBrueys 10/25/33 report 


Examination of this report at so iste @ date perhaps illuminates 
it more end discloses significant omissions that cannot be accidental, omis- 
sions that smount te deliberate falsification, and strange juggling within 
the F3I New OrReans office, at the very least. I think this are not inconsistent 
with LUO bkeving been an informant for the FBI, of which ~ have no proof. 


I note that while Zaack conducted the earlier investigation (see my 
5/27/69 on CDL2:1~3), it is not cited and itself is dsted later than this one 
by six days. That rep-rt, for example, shows FRI interviewing of Mrs. Gerner 
August 5. The PBI had infomnetion on Lit, according to the Kasck report, on 
June 26 and July 25, both omitted by deBrusys, who, naturally, omits the 
Kasekx report so conveniently not then drafted and, offa€ly, not in the same form 
So We have no Way of knowing when Kseack conducted what interviews. 


Hers I think it necéseary te emv-hasize that deBrueys was net incom=- 
petent, is 9 lawyer, was a trusted snecialist fluent in Spanish end handling 
Cuban affairs in N.O., and was highly enouzh regarded by J. Edgar Hoowr to 
be entrusted with the compiletion of the major reports efter the assassination. 


Perhaps the most remarkable omission is of Oswald's defection and 
what the PRI ime , his threat to give nilitary secrets to the Russians. +4 is 
beyond conception that with an ongoing investigetion, the NeQ. fllss would 

not have dis#losed it, particularly because this report disguises Later 
Kmovledge of it. ; 


Ths synopsis doses not discloses earlier and continuing FBI interest 
in Ogwald. It is probable that in New Orleans, at tha very latest, this began 
at the timeof the Wasp incident, June 16. Theres certainly was an investigation 
of him in New Orleans before hia August 9 arrest, for the Kaack report 
refers to tron interviews four days before thet 


Whet is siso difficult to comprehend is how the Later Kasek report 
is classified by *character” merely as “INTERNAL SECURITY-CUBA" while the 
ostensinly earlier one by ds Brusys is expanded to contain the additional 
"cheractar” of “REGISTRATION ACT-CUBA", slonzisde which someone hed put a 
mark perior to xeroxing. 


The synposis is misleading in sayings of the non-existent N.O. FPCC 
that "No activity of subject orgstization observed since 8/16/83", for nen by 
the FECC had even been obsarve, it teing entirely non-existent, which, in the 
absences of any confirmation of its existence, should heve been indicated in 
the report tiself. 


While it iz possible at the time of this report the FSI knew of only 
“enother un now white male" with Lic, they later reveel knowlisdge, besed on 
no information not availeble at ths time of the report, thet there were two 
and that one wes a Latin type, which they did Imor sni 1éft out (Jeese Core 


told deBrueys). 


"Cuben so rees et Nev Orloans have no pertinent informetion 
regarding anyone nemed Hidell and there is neo record of eny sum neme inkthe 
Noe Orle ns directory or Prom credit sources". It is not thet “uben eourses 
had no “pertinent” information; they had none at all. And vers they not asked 
sbout the FCO in N.c. or Osvelda? CP course they were and thie inquiry dis- 
closed no knowledge of zither, which is why Gecrueys omits it where it was 


essential, for it shovs Uswald was pulling sonething, 
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However, tne lack of tnowledge of either FPCC or Sswald to these 
asurees is in the bedy (psge 11), where no meanins is given the intelligence. 


Page 2: Celso Hernandes a 4?-yesr-old "student". He is anything but 
the student type. It is doubtful if sither he or Cruz were members of the DRE, 
Sringuier testified he wss then thebonly “memher™ and, slthoush it need not 
meen he was mot in DRE, Cruz was Alpha 66. Apparently no one had any interest 
in the Cubens or their connections 


a 

“Phe records of the New Orleens olice Yepartment uncer Arrest 
Number 112-725 were exemined August 27, 1963." If this dees not say they were 
not efemined earlier, it certsinly implies it, and it would saem thet especially 
Sh the olice having votified the PRE the moment of th: arrest ‘ond on so 
minor a charge) en. with a then-active investigstion, these records would have 
been exanined earlier. If thare is ony truth te the Qisley testimony, that 
Csald hac nothing to aay when he requested en FSI interview {and after the 
beginning of the weekand, which, it can be imagined, Suigley just loved!), 
ean it be believed that th FEE was toteslly indif.erent t- tha N.OeP.D. files? 
But I agein not the absences of veference to tha ongoing investigation. ' 





On this page slso ‘here is missing the return address on the Lamont 
pamph&et, "The Yrime Agsinst Cuba", Peal Hoch hes established with eorrespon= 
denee with the Department of Justics that it bors the adiress 544 Camp St., 
which wag well knewn to #11 the N.O. PRI agents, whether or not it was in 
neadquartarse In fact, bafore this report was drafted by slmost tyo months, 
the New Orleans FBI office conducted a reid on a Yuban munit fons dump accross 
tha lske. They certsinly, in the course of their investigation, also lesrned 
what was novsecret in N.O., thet earlier similsr munitions lad been stored 
at that sddrses. Besides, although suppressed from all offieisl racords, at 
least ons New OUrieens FRI -gent, tha author of the report, deBrusys, Was a reg? 
ulsr attendant at the Cubsn meetings, some of which were at this address, mich 
slso was the local headquerters. The omission is not innocent, not accidental. 


Note also lack of reference to tis Wasp incient of 6/16/65, also 
certainly kno n te tne FSI. Note verticularly asBrueys comission of Oswald's 
request for an FEI interview hea arrested and the fait of it, by Guigloy. It 
also is net in ths synepsis, where it cortainly belonged, and it is a glaring 
omiesion, not in any way overcome by inclusion of Guiglsy'ts inadequate 8/15 
report ostensibly of it. 


Page 3: As above iadiested, ‘here is resson to believe the FBI 
mew of more than she one man helping Osweld. I know thay knew thet one man 
was deserbbed ss 5 +atin ty-e, for Jesse Cora told ma he told deBrusys thia 
persconslly (they were fraends), Oswald remained at the TT for much mors then 
the described "only = few moments", but the reason for this misrepresentation 
is not immeedietely apnerent. “nowing Jesse Core and his desire to be complete 
and his deen sense of indignetion that Oswald hed done this, 1 au certain he 
déseribed to deBrueys what he did to me (und was left out cf all the pertinent e 
FBI reports) that his seeretary (note- she was Dolores Neeley and she wae in- 
terviewed) yhoned him where he was having lunch snd be returned, etc. Core 
alone Geseribes more than “only a few moments", as do other observers. More, 
whether or not deBrusys sav Core 8/19, Core told hin 8/16, by phone. He also 
told Ai. much more atout tha men with Cswnld, for his dsteiled deseription to 
ae mere than five yesrs Inter of such things as home-made shorts wes accurstes 


f earlier FBI investigstion of 

4s a remarkable coincidence, it 
Vand this ves suppressed) ani but 
% 


the arrest. whether or not Mrse 


Paze 4: Here agein is indicetion o 
Oswald, aggin th. some dete, 4ugust 5, thich 
being at 2 time Geseld was knewn to be active 
four days prior to the Bringhier indident and 
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Bertucei was the “Secretary” of ths "Reilly" Coffee Co., she Was the wrong 
pérson to ask atout Gswald's employment. Here deBrueys is needless vagus, if 
that ig what he is, for he does not even indicate the end of Oswald's employs 
ment by “silt. It is not because he didn’t know. “hile the reports do not 
indicates who conducted tha inauiry, Keaack’s report says that as of the seme 
date, August 5 (where he describes her as “Personnel Secretary", the personnel 
manager “advised on Uctober 1, 1965, that subject terminated his employment 
on Yuly 19, 1963". *his, + note, is not consistent with the later aml official 
adcount, which still mey be the true one. 14 might be interesting to know why 
the PBI ssked the wrong person to begin with snd why it cidm't get word from 
the right one until so liste a date-any why deBrueys omitted it. This also may 
raise ths ougstion, was Cswald really fired? The Haack report quotes Personnel 
manager Alvin Frechter as saying “that subdiect tereinsted Ris employments on 
July 19, 1963", not that Oswald was fired for laziness. 


Fags 5 is the first pegs of the 8/15/63 Wuigley report. It is an 
unlikely aceount, teginning with the statement Osmild “was interviewed... 
at his recusst", with no indication of why or the unusuainess or unususlness. 
44 gives the termination date of Ogwaldé's 4eily employment as Yul$ 17, casting 
further doubt on the later official story. In thea second paregraph it gives 
a fictitious account of Cswald'a post-lisrine caresr that the PBI mew to be 
fiese ‘and about which Shigley is without comnent) ond that Oswald ted svery 
reason to telisve the FSI would know to be falee. There is no reason tc believe 
it is what Gswald ssid, ss there is no proof it is not. However, it can bs 
assumed Oawald did know his wife's maiden neme, which this repos does not 
reflect (frossa®)}. There is no sugzestion Oswald Ind been a defector who elso 
hnsd threatened to give away resl militery secrets, none of his being asked 
about it. New, if it cen be argued that at the tius be interviewed Gsweld, ling 
august 9, Quigley did not know sbout this, can it be belisved tost in the six 
sudsequect days cefore he dictated his 8/15 repers he Gid not learn? Can it 
be believed thet by the time deBrueys got sround to hie revert neither cof them 
knew that was in their Piles about Oswald? It can not. The cuesticn thet here 
becomes unavoidable is why Gid the New Orleans FSI lesve it out of its reports 
to Yashineton, which alse mew? And, convarsely, if this wae en oversight in 
New Crleans, can it ve believed that when Weshington learned of it 1t did not 
tell New Orleans risht avey? Thies slso sesms unlikely. The only conclusion, then, 
is of willful, deliberate suppression of tne mest material thing about Osweldy 
the subject of ihe pre-assassination investigation ond reporting. 







Page 6 hus 4 desdpean prssentstion of whes was attributed to Ssveld, that 
he was a menber of the N.0. «HU, held meatinas of it ss his hone, snd didn t 
know the oaneg of any of the members. Not even Quigley vould huve swallowed-tnat. 
And iu saying Uswald still had his ustionsl and Jocal FECc cards in jail, after 
his arvest, end other vapers, Quigley essts doubs on Lt. Martello's story that he 
took the slip of paper he leter @sve both the Secret erbice sni the FRI L268 
Uswald end just forgot to return it. Ggigley pretends to accepts the existence 
ofa W.O. chpater on O-.wald's word and nothing alse. 


Pages 7 is more of tus seme improbsbilities 


rage & refers to the Lamont pamphiet,"The Crime Agsinet Cute" with. 
reference to the return uddress stamced on it carefully omitted. It slso has 
the application for membership in the N.G. Fréo, which raises questions ehout 
why the Comission pret-ndea it didn't have this, why Liebsler borrowed Bringuier's 
copy, when Bringuier wss so paasi nately attached to it, unless Liebeler was 
eonsciously building Bridguier, which is not an impossibility and which he did 


in other ways. Tne copy in tue record is not the Pai's but Jringuier's,. 
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place, the 700 block of Tensl St. (vs 
mention if tosm in tus Comniss ation fi 
& 
os 


pick this s.sct spot but in 

teli the Gatriscn cffice of Sswald ti 
New, if this pre-sssagsine 
testinany thet Bringuier and cohorts 
Decatur end didnt’ see vereld and $4 
trve. Bringuier lied steut other thi 
account of this. in tert i 2 





is no eyidsnee thet in sll of the Is 
peiketed further fromBringuier than 
evidence thet he did more piesxeting 
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sual and Lerronne}. Now I rseall no 
les, tit a hmber of neople ware later to 





different way (Prterbury Drug Store) cn te 


nere ead nekioe thrests assinst IFK, 


searched Canak Strset begianing st 
at he Was lstsr spotted? Roth cannot te 
néee L'a te ine ieee not to belisave bis 


tion account is true, vhat of the post-essassination 
a 


be motiveted by the fact that 1 believe Osweld 
likely to find him and react stronsly. There 


Ygs, sprvaling New Urleans erea Oswald ever 
closs walking distance and there is amynle 
than officially aceountd for. 


This peg¢ slso has a small item I ssem te have missed aarlis r and 

now find quite fascinating. It hes the Usveld whs ind te know that the FAT 
knew all about his past, then asked the date of Aig birth, “at tins of arrest 
claimed Pron cubs” t off in psrens after the accurate New urlaans". if 
Gaweld diq@ this, it is .wite consistent with establishing « false identity, 
for a purnoss. If ha did not do it, one wonders uhy the FBI Les ii, or their 
souree, since they were not present "at time of arrest", There is nothing of 
it in any of the other revorte I recall or any of the testimony. Im a report 
"cheradtertzed" AE SECURINY = CUBA’ Quisley has no interest in this, 
makes us o+ AD 1 4% nis renert, which has this and the additional 
— sa ! A") detrucys is tetslly silent. Both are 

ie mere and isconceivably ce. 








that is accurate but interests cw 


because it is the wuts rs i: nome might, by éuy stretcisd imagina- 
tion, have baen included in eny ines i aapen story where Bringuier's nane is 
net usnticnac. Df have copies of the morgues sf the pesers sani believe me, Bringuler 


wes their pal. They want out of theld 


r way to purf him. “hd it is the kind of thing 


of which Brinsuier woulé asave been proud. I note sale the sxtreme unusualiness of 


avoiding mernticn of “ringnuier'’s name 
This page is elso the resumntion of 


when fa Was so well lixsd by the pspers. 
tne deBrueya reports. and he still makes no 


referents to the Nevsld past. Dacentively, witn-ut reference to the interview 
before Oswald's arrest, us here says she wee interviewed October 1, theninferenees 


veiling for the first time. It is also 
departure is firmly fixed (Later it 
purpose (slso nacilessly debate 


given: so bis wife could nave her ba 
fficiens oF Comnissioz's ignoring the 


I sugsest these facts jen pa are oy 
:. re 


early, pre-asazassi: orts in 





intarceting thet the dete of Jswald's 
was mads the subject of questioning) snd ths 
d sad since misused by the rightist faneties) 
by ee Seas Wes @ Worsn who spokes Russian. 


“port but l+ do not 
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= + 
suggest it is justified or qustitiaities Z do no ea at if Mrs. Gerner was 
questbonsd atout this. Doth Saeck snd JeBrusy ya irs, Garnus? seying both 
Sswelde leit she samé tins, 3/26, ele is ates official stery. Decrueys 
sees fit to omit some of that irs, Garner is in Kasekx, suches that 
the same womsn took 4: euey as brought her, of e¥sen tasy Mrs. Garner observed 
Texas tage on the ¥ la. Clearly, it Fes nso’ deBruey$s purpose to ® infermativee 
Kseek's report soyvs oman spoke Russian snd knew Marines well, and makes it 
Speck tie tast Basin esins to texas to hers the vaby, citing liys. Charles 
¥,. Murrat in slmost y the same words deNrusys used. The differences are & 





the kinds of thiz 


OES 


ths identification of Mrs. Murrat as ae ALT'g aunt’ end 


for “ths subject's wife". I belisve 4 
“eeck quotes a still earlier one. Th 
of astlier renerts, for i 

I em not aware of them vel 


gs thet ould be sdded, not removad, like, soon aohrueys, 
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os ; + 7. “at ~ ‘ ~~ or + q 
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sole purpose of sckins the most cbvious questions recuired to hsve teen ssked in 
previous interviews, whather tuere md been, ss Oswald claincd, mectings at his 
apartmens. There were aot. fat at no point does the FEL reflect any suspicion about 
these fictions and the fictitious characterization of himself 9s78la is asid 

to have draws. If Mr, Garner was asked anything alee, it is oe refle ected. But 
what she is auoted as having said," they didhave some friends, oroxinstely three 
or four penple, who used to visit thea on ocrasion". The FOI, like the Commi seston, 
bad no interest in identifying these Oswald friends, 1+ simply is not belisvable, 
especially when deBrueys was waiting both an “internsl Security” and a “regis- 
tration Act” report. 





The recurrence of ecartain investientive date, likes Ausust 5, %cetober 
1, Octover ¥, ate., may indicates thet pa riodicelly, after tusir reports vere 
studied in Washington, the FBI wens out and did oLe investizating. It is, I think, 


not neesssarily withous sizmificance thet this was the unveryine fact, investl-e 
gations thst sre quoted are on the same dates, 





Stil) without arousing deBrueys’ suspicions, his OF peas aia not 
know of either tae vavalds or the FPUC.in NeU.And not until 10/157 


Some of the above in Paga 12, hich sisn disslosee NO Pad says there 
is mo assigned box 50015 bus there is a4 3iaclosed intuiry into any box under 
Oswald's nams, rather unusual, it would seam. 


rovidad not ths tape but a transerivt of the 

44 ae Commission not use this FRI tranecript? 

lecal ravusation of being informent, is alse 
a he oo 


NO 2-3 is said to nave 

Gswald WDA! breadeast. ‘hy, thex, 
Now Arnssto Ro@riguez, who has the 
said to have supplied a copy of the broadeest (ha tried to tel 
14 into Seanish, which is ineontistent with the Sacret Service 
Stuckey also did, end if one wers to dssire %e suspect him, h. 
é@xpert on the ‘uban peraniiitary cotivitios end wrote a series a informative 
stories on them that nave disume red fron the papers’ morgue. Be also isft N.0. 
= Be brie? diseussio; of the srcadeast, its most salient espect is outside de 

Brueys' notation: Uswaldas a defecter. Now just how much investigating of 
cinecened decurity” or "regisibasion act" was he intent upon te filter the 
hottest part of the debate ous? Can ons belisve he would Suyrxk geny ‘«xaowledge 
of it to Washing ston? it is easier to conten ws he knew they Imew and did whet he 
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palieved exyected of him. Reference to “Ha Sutlar is dot to tho way Butler 
is known anceps to hia Prienis. Ha goes by nis full name, Edvard Scammell Butlere 


Another possible source could heve been the station, but I do not believe they had 
any occasion to transcribe tho "debate" IP anyone not in an official capacity did, 
I'd nominate Butler and have no rasson to believe it impossible for him to be B 
NO P-5, Lt thus would bo interesting to make vord-for-vord compsrison or the 

$rm seripts and + think this partccular copy shoud be requestai of the DI, if 


necessary under the Fréedem of Information. set. 





Page 15: do rusys Ss g9 intent upon saying nothing that when he 
identifies oud describes Beinguisr, ke TEs no tention of his fracas with Oswald 
but doag find it neceasary to deseribe bim "a cuban refuges connected with the 
Revolutionary *sudens Directorate” and “snti-Castro” 


I Ping it impossible to believe deSrueys, experiem ad agent, Cuban 
specialist, fluent ia enend ah, local youth and gaueas pion, Layer and trusted 
sith th a cof ths more important post-assassinnticn roports waa 


ycatens. Therafore, 1 believe his repart is 
2 Lom a parpese of not Alac ipeihe internation as tia investigt lens 
ware ‘aesiensd aot to @lielt it. I cannes assume tais ie .2 thout purposes. I 

therefore Bad  ortification tor my belief it is to hins the faderal~yorald 


association. 


have Seen inao: 









